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0 cannot, I ſuppoſe, have fors 
PEE cottcn the Converſation that paſs 
WRT V WHY {cd at ——— when you expreſs'd 
= = ſome Hope, that the Letter I had 


- 


dV? 1 


REESE printed might have a good Influ- 


boy 
mmm ende on the Author of the Diſer- 
tation; and that if he thought ft to publiſh any 
thing further, he wou'd at leaſt be more careful 
as to the Truth of his Facts, and the Fairneſs of 
his Quotations. The Lady to whom that Let» 
ter was wrote added, If he has any Regard to 
« his own Profeſſions of Sincerity, in his Enqui - 
« ry after Truth, he mult. certainly write in a 
« quite different manner from what he has done 
« in this Piece; and oy for his own Credit 
“e ſake, if he appears, in Print again, he'll not 
« aſſert things which are ſo .eahily confuted.“ 
Mr. N * * who ſtood by, [mil'd, and beitig im- 
portun'd. ro give is B PkoniaRts ſaid, “ If I 
have any ſodbinent, it was not à young Au- 
thor wrote the Niſſertation, but one who, has 
« long impos'd both on himſelf and his Readers; 
one who is ſo accuſtom'd to examine things 
* lightly, apprehend them by halves, and rea- 
a _—_— 2 66 


N " © ſoo 


* 


ä « ping is to' be-expe 8 


To fut 


| fence of the Diſſertation, Sir, is now publiſh'd ; 
and I am ſorry to find Mr. N * ® has fo. much 


d ancient Authors he cites . Not a word is 
added of the Page where this notable Saying of 


* 

„ 

+ £ * * 1 * 
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Sas | 15 0 own Milappreh 


Fats, falſe Citations, and wrong Conclu- 
30 ons. ” Your Eyes were then turn d upon me, 
expecting my Sentiments; de e ave 
the giving my Opinion, "the 
8 you were ſo kind to excuſe me. The De- 


Reaſon given him to ſay, that his ConjeQure 
was not grouridleſs. Has the Author icknow- 
ledg'd any one Miſtake, retracted any one Poſi- 
tion, or rectiſied any one of thoſe many Miſre- 
preſentations he was convicted of - No; but 
rocerds with the ſame———Neghgence, ſhall 
Pers 1 ay? T beg Mr. N'* *'s Pardon there's too 
much Eyidebce of its Ting ON Wilfulnes, to mil- 
Ry and miſrepreſent hi nents; 48/1 ſhall i 
ſhew bY in ſome brie Remarks on that | 

Part vr the Book which relates to my Letter. 
The very firſt Sentence he pretends to quote 
From me is his own e « He tells her 
ce (;.e, J tell the Lady to whom the Letter is 
t written) that ſhe need not be in pain, for her 
& Grandfon underſtands the ages of the 


mine is to be found, leſt his Reader's Curioſity | 
ſhou'd lead him to conſult the Place, and con- 
vict him of Falſhood. Had he introduc'd me 
telling her, That ſhe need not be in pain, for 
x the Author of the Diſſertation underſtands not 1 
« the * of the ancient Authors he cites, 
he had made me talk much more e and it 
may be not far from the Truth. 


He 


SM ö 4 ? _— nk 
4 " 2 144 # 4 2 ” K 
Defence, P. 69, 
923 o 


1. Here 


| how i is c 


Stay in Judæa, be had in great Meaſure forgot. 


F forgot it, or that has relation to any one par- 


Fs} 


reſents.me as contradicting myſelf, but 
that effected? By omitting. the word on 
which the whole Streſs f the latter of the two 


\ - Sentences quoted by him lies. As in the Difers 


tation he forged the word all, .to make m 


of London fail of bis Promiſe; ſo in the 2 — : 


he ſuppreſſes the wor! ali, to wake 1 me guilty of 


a Contradichon®. .. 
_ He ſpeaks.of me as railing heartily at the w_ 
thor of "he Diſſertation, #ncharizably. conſidering 


im as an irreclaimable Heretick 1 and ays, 1 ſpend 
at leaſt three parts of my. Scribble in Language the 


moſt vile and abuſrue, that impotent, ſacerdotal Ma- 
lice cou d invent; or elſe in little Cavils and Criti- 
ciſms, beneath @ Man of Senſe, and which ariſe 
(many of them) from oy Op own Jenorance and Mis 
tes. Whether this be a true Repreſentation, 
I leaye wholly to be determin'd. by thoſe who 
have read, or ſhall hereafter think fit to read the 
Terter to a Lady. And if it be not true, let any 


one judge whether this be civil Language, or be 


not rather a flagrant Inſtance of impotent Lay 
Malice. 

In the Diſſertation he had (aid, Paul ' fairly gun 
himſelf i ignorant in the Greek, 2 Cor. xi. 6. which, 
it ſeems, though born in a Grecian City, by his lon ng 


This I produc'd as one Inſtance of a Miſrepre- 
ſentation, adding Would not any Perſon un- 
ce acquainted with the Writings of St. Paul, con- 
ec clude from hence, that he had. given this In- 


cc formation of bimſelf i in the Place cited? But 


« is there any one Word that implies either that 
& Greek was his Mother-Tongue, or that he had 


ce ticular 


d Def. of the Diſſert. p. 69. ** to a Lady, p. > Ge 
| * Dilſert. p. 40. marg. Note. * 


Fiman afctibeth 


2 n 1 RON +. ho. LCN SY a CEEY 4%Y 3 5 ®, 
4. kigular Languuge more than another? Is dot 


Ache whole chat is there ſaic, that be was fad 


% Speech, +. e, à mean Speaker, whatever wers 


_ «the Language be talk'd in?“ This in ze 
u 


ted to my Ignorance, becauſe 7h? 


. 
- 
* 


Defence is Ip 
Diſertatibm Writer, forſooth, * cotritnents inthe 
& ery Words of the ableſt Critick and Divine 6 
ener greateſt 
@"DoCtors the Church ever had, who have ac. 
&knowledg'd Paul's untkilfulnefs in the Greet.“ 
Pray, Sir, Be ſo good to conſult the Greek Com- 


© 


' thentators upon theſe Words of St. Pall. Chry- 


ſaftons, Theodorit, Oecumenius, and Theophyla#, put 
no ſuch Sefiſe. upon them. Look into Pools Su. 
Crit. into Muſtulus; Cajetan, Piſcator, Ni inus, Beza, 
Whithy, Locte. Not one of theſe put any ſuch 
Senſe” upon St. PauP's Words, However, it 
ſeems the ableſt Critick and Divine of the in 
Ar does, and that is Mr. Le Clerc, in bis 2d Lett. 
A. But how is it known that he Letters upon 
ihe Ih/piration of the Holy Scriptures, were written 


by Mr. Le Clerc? Does he (et his Name to them, 


or has he own'd them ? Should we with Father 

1 he greateſt Part of àa Book enticled, 
Sentiments de 2 27 "Theologiens de Hollande, &c. 
from whence theſe Letters are tranſlated, to 
Mr. Le Clert, yet ſince the Author of that Books 
ExpreTy tells us, that he receiy'd rheſe Diſcourſes 
upon Inſpiration from his Friend Mr. N. and 
pives us them in his very Words, what Evidence 
is there that they belong to Mr. Le Clerc? If 
Father Simon's Intelligence were true, this Mr. N. 
was one Noel Aubert de Vers. So that you ſee 
it's wholly owing to our Author's Ignorance, 
that he ſays be Di fertarion- Writer commented in 


the 


_ * = k 0 AN & tua: c —- . „„ 
Let to à Lady, þ. 10. Def. of the Diſſert. p. 65, 70. 


3 Def. of the Diſſ. p. 69, 70. marg. Note. © 


£21 
45. of Mr, Le Clerc. .And fanpoki 


thev 
he. ha 0 Tame Mr. Le, 5 many, I thin 
at leaſt. 9 teen: Y cars: after t is, When. we tu 


in Shai 1 him à much Wiſer Man, print- 
9 tion of the Greek. flames info 


French, Wich ſhort Notes; In hit Note upon this. 
_ Venle, he refers us. to 1. Cor. ii, iy 4+ Tally Son- 
cluding that a Apo par Ung is the Can 
wn in darf ay, 1 DRONES 
ao do, that St. 
Elegance of an 'Orator,, by, in 5 


Plat 
e 122 0 5 — with 
the common People. HU, 9 to Be of 


Hammond's 3 be bas a 5 Note to 
the ſame Purpoſe. St. Jerome is the Author 
I. have: Talk with. who. confines. dels Words 

of St. P 14 the Greek: e. And the. 
About of . be 25 hy. he wanted, 
Eloquence in t os bene de 
convraics Malk os 3.98 50 e 2 by com- 


1. 8 ſeveral Plices together. Fer. adv... 
d Marcellam ap. fin, Catal. Script. 
e 1. It. A. 7. 10, in 


N 


al. c 
"Our CAT: TON it to me as an Inſtance. 
17 reat Aſſurance, that I will not take ĩt upon 
his are Ward, that be Fathers were the Model- 
lers of the Chriſtian Religion, and that I dare ſuſ- 
pend 1 my Belief hereof till he bas proved them 
ſuch ®. Impudetce with a witneſs! Not to credit 
what ſa ſtrict an Adherer to Truth has aſſerted! 
But I know. got ho it is 3 I ſeldom find my ſelf 
diſpos'd to 1 into the firm Belief of Things, 
till T ſee at cal ſome probable Evidence of che 
Truth of them. It is my Inſirmity, I hope bel 
* with me in it ; and fo much the rather, in 
- the 


ehe, 70. comp. with the Let to « Lady 


23 


dhe preſent Caſe, Becauſe” he bitmletk bas laid no 
mall Diff * * ty way ; for if T underſtand 
rightly, be bas, the Fate alſo to deny that the Ha- 
#hers were the Made ler, of thi Chrifian ' Religion, 
5.e. as he Ex 7 it,” of the fundamental Articles 
relatin 8 it he Fath athers ſpoken of, are hott, | 
| fines rhe TIRE, of FATS "who lived bo- 
| H. Feed. making, mention'd by 
hith, w 9-47 77 ir 375 Ar he 'expreſly eie, 
y 294 By inten,” even with Yer, 
995 fo Mee, An And i n, J. Bat not on thoſe, 
every. /ingle 181 r before the ng general Conn. 
a EA Gin * Anno bs 1.) were rant Herttitks, and En- > 
mie ts the Catbolck Faith". How 1 Men could 
be Ihe 3 Nel gion thiy are brought 
Vindicate,”, Fra 12 Fee Articles in 
lating to it, 5 at 5 ſame time hy in the capi- 
pal Articles of the Catholick Faith", bt rank, . 
vicks, and Enemies to #, I muſt leave him to make 
our. 

He req preſent: ak «ſg little" read in Fs 
6 Hitch, IF not td know that St. Jobn wrote 
<« his h to ſupply. the Defedts in the other 
„ Threr; and more particularly with Teo 
< ſpett to > thoſe moſt neoeſſaty and Uſtcncial Ar. 
cc ticles of Jeſus's Divinity and Incarnation, which K 
e they had omitted's;” That St. John has re- 
lated in his Golp el any of out Lord's eine ü 
and Works 58. 5 by the other three Evan 
"lifts, I aſſerted; that tay thing neceſſary to OY ; 

vation was omitted by them, I told him the. Au- 

thors he quoted did not prove v. If he would 

have ſaid a 9 thing to the Pürpoſe, he ſhould 
t 


have ſhewn ar the Authors he had produc'd did 
rove 2 
Def. of the Diſſ. p. 17. „ 4 
Def. of the Dif. p. 32. 
n Def. of the Diſſ. p. 33. © Def. of the bir fa. 


cat I7e 


proye this. They E. H. I. 3. 6. 
Clem. Alex. apud eund. J. G. c. 14. Fer. catal. 
ill. in Joan, Epiph, Her- 2. Alg. n. 12. 1 


bay 


refer ĩt 
to you, Sir, ar to any other that will be at the 
Trouble to ſearch, whether theſe Authors affirm 
that any. neceſſary and eſſential Articles of Faith 
were omitted by the three firſt Evangelifts. The 
Objection aim'd at by our Author is ſet in a 
much ſtronger Light by the Emperor Julian, 
and fully anſwer d by nh — clearly proves 
that cach of the Evangelifts ſay enough to lead 
us to the Belief of our Saviour Divinity, Sr. 
cont. Jul. I. 10. 2 1 
Fhe next Charge he brings againſt me is the 
* drawing a Parallel, which immediately infers 
our Saviour to have been a very Rebel, as ha- 
« ying ſet himſelf up for Xing of Judæa, and 
M e to have been juſtly condemn'd gn 
4 that Account 9.” I need only repeat the Paſ- 
ſage referr'd to, to ſhew his Injuſtice, and my 
own Innocence: The Words are theſe. © Were 
any one in /re/and condemn'd for High- Trea- 
< {on, as having ſet himſelf up for King of that 
„Country, think you the Lords Juſtices would 
< not give à full Account of it to our Court? 
« And was not this the very Caſe in Juda? 
Will this Author ſay that no one was ever con- 
demn'd for a Crime of which he was innocent ? 
And have I put the Cafe that the Man was guilty ? 
No; that be was condemn'd. For what Crime? 
Y For having {et himſelf up as King of the Coun- 
try. And is it not fo far parallel ? Sure he will 
vot deny that gur Saviour was accus'd of the like 
Crime by the Chief Prieſts, and condemn'd upon 
their Accuſation. | eng 
2 | B He 


der of the Diff. p. 70. * Lett. ton Lady, 5. 24 
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< Occaſion *.” Obſerying that the Author of 


Julian, who oppoſed the Go dell with all their 


* aſſurd of the Truth of the F act, and too 3 


felves. The ar Inſtances he hes e of 


fi 70 1 
oY favs 56, 1 « inſinhate that cela, rege 

4 and 2 9 7 Julian knew che” 'Gofpels 
. were compil'd. by thoſe whoſe Names they 
& bear; tho? Chriſtians could not agree in this 
&«, Matter among themſelves; and tho” the Phi- 
— loſopher Cella (who tis ſuppos'd flouriſhed 
1 about Tajans Time) accuſes Chriſtians ſo 
„ early with altering their Goſpels every Turn, 
and conſequently framing new ones, as they ſaw 


the Diſſertation had a peculiar Regard for Fa- 
ther Simon, I quoted theſe Sayings. from him, 
That neither Celſus, Porphyry, nor the Emperor | 


Might, denied them to be truly theirs, whoſe Names 
ths bear ben Julian [peaks off the Goſpel of 
Vi. John, be does not deny it 10 be his whoſe 
ame it bears, but accuſes this Apoſtle of having 
1 Novelties into the Chriſtian Religion. 
1 then added. Thoſe Enemies of Chriſtianity 
cc who lived ſo much nearer the Time when 
the Goſpels. were wrote, and had ſo much 
d. better Opportunity, of informing themſelves 
in the Truth, had they been able ſo much 
.< as to have _—_ a Suſpicion that they were 
cc not written by theſe Perſons to whom they 
<< are aſcrib'd, link e you they would not have 
e done it? Julian, 810 himſelf had been a Chri- 
-< ſtian, and knew how much dependett on it, 
« would not he have done it? He was too well | 


« well appriz'd of the Evidence on "which i 
© reſted, to attempt it. What does the Au- 
thor of he Defence alledge” apainſt this? That the 
Chriſtians could not agree in this Matter among tbem- 


© 4 Chri- 6 | 
s Def of the Dif. p. 70. Letter to a racy p. 36. 


3 E 14 } 


15 Go. bp hays denied that any, of the OY 


ole. whole, Names are pre-., 
en 1 8. ans Fauſtus the Manichea 1 Ky 
5 EIS yer Me Goſpel. of Sr. 
hi Jahn, __ 4 — Per ſon ſt whom it Was 
5 weed 4.906 e-latter denying St. atthew' to 


Peck the Soſpel under his Name, 


10 5 9851 Res without dejermpioing. who" 


ent N dtice in My. 'formet Letter Re 


of *hurches 
| full pr 'd: that all the C C 

1 19 5 by 155 pelle, together Witt all rhi of (c, 
mo that-held "Communion with them, Were unani- 
| mos in this Point. Even the Hereticks, ſince, 
wed ey profels'd themſelves wiſer than the Apoſtles, 
ng mighs without, any Jncopſiſtence,acknowledge 
6:4 Golpels rejected by them. to be the genuine 
al 755 of, thoſe. Whole Names they bore, and 
> Wit's probable, they.) xencrally: did, Upon the fame 
* Principle. they made Alterations in the Gof els 
ny they receiv'd. 3 Ih is the other thing alledg'd 
* by our Author againſt, my Reaſoning. The Phi- 
GN loſopher Celſus agcu/es Chrillian ſo early as Tra- 
18 Jan's Zime, with altering their Goſpels every Turn, 
FR and conlec vently / Faming new ones a5 they ſaw Oc- 
* 440 wy Th EE: pes here is entirely of his 


own Ae no part of the Words of Cel- 


os 1 Wale 4 at & 113, 114 
* Letter to a Lady. 5. 57-72. 


vc ll us. Le ear Origen's Anſwer. . © I know 
my 1s Weed, Apa de alter d the Goſpel, unleſs. 
> „ the Diſciples of Marcion and Yalentinus ; and 
ell 11 think alſo thoſe of Lucian. Far is not 2 
Crime to be charged on the Chriſtian Doctrine, 
nyc but on thoſe-who were ſo wicked to corrupt 
u- of © the Goſpels. For as Philoſophy is nor to be 
the g t e Nn ſe F the al the Epicure- 
— ? | B 2 42 
0 


[#2] 
4 att, the Petipataticks, or any, other who 

64 maintain falſe Opinions: þx +: it nv may 
* upon Chriſtianity, that there are thoſe who 
« alter the Goſpels introduce Herefies fo- 
6 reigh to. the Intention of Chriſt's Doctrine. 
I would fain learn how this of Cel/us any 
ways affects what 1 have ſaid. Tho Ce knew 
| chr ſome Chriſtiavs. {for it is of fome v only that 
he expreſſes himſelf) alter'd the Goſpel, it 
follow from thence, that he was in doubt who 
Were the Authors of the Four 8 ? Mi ich 
he not know this, and yet be fully convinc'd that 
the Evidence for the Authors of the Four Gol. 4 
ſpels was fo clear and ſtrong, that it was in vain 


to oa te it ? 
again accuſes 


ah is next Words, our Author 
me of Aſſurance and "Ignorance; but whether it 
| be He or I is the puilry Perſon, the Reader muſt | 
judge. This Letter-Writer has the _ Aſſurance, 
p. 28, 29. o deny Chriſtians ever deſtroy'd the Hea- 
then, or ſuppreſs'd or alter'd one another's Writings z 
a4 having never heard of Imperial Edits, „ B. 
crees of Segel for that purpoſe; or that Prieſts 
themſelves have confeſi d the Fab, aud weens'd one | 
enother for the ſame Crime. The Pa age referr'd 
to is this; ©. The Author of the Diſſertation in- 
“ ſiſts much on it, that the Writings of Hedthens, 
& Jews and Chriſtians, which àauy way glanced at 


© our preſent Chriſtianity, have been all deftroy'd 4 
& by primitive Zealots, who made it their Merit ſo 
& zo do. Of this he alledges no Proof; andi 
„ have already obſerv'd, that in another place 
cc ye find him i in part unſaying it. Indeed T the i 


ce more ſuſpect the Truth of it, becauſe he ſpeaks 
e of it as a thing known to the Biſhop; for his 
“ ſaying, Ge. bs ther one word? in this r- 


7 Tres 5 7 * "Won 


+ | 


[1184], 
42 my whole Book, 'of Chrifidns ſuppreſſing” 
aui altering um another's Writings? Or is it there 
amici, that Chriſtians have | ed Writings of - 
the Heathen?" The moſt that's ififinuared:is, that 
I ſuſpect the Truth of that univerſal — 1 
| — That aut the Writings, both of fin. 


Jams, and even of primitive Chriſtians, . 


which an wy ge, ron Crit, 


Reaſons to ſuf] —— of this; however, 
when he — of it I ſhall 
moſt readily acknowledge ir. In mean time, 
F have plain Evidence that he docs not give cxe · 
dit to it himſelf. He affercs, . That what Taci- 
4 tus, Sustomus and Pliny ſay of Chriſt, is little 
66 for their: Credit®”; and yet their Writi - 
not actually deſtroy'd. the primitive 
— quoted by my Lord of: he arms 
* That they were heterodox in Opinion, and 


« Tnfidels with to the Eſſentials of our 
& preſent Chriſtianity®” 4 and/yer'theſe hererical 
caps, ave not actually deſtroy d. In zb De- 


he grows bolder, and ſays, © 1 take upon 
me to affirm, that not only theſe cited by che 
* Biſhop, but every ſingle Father before the 1e-- 
* cord General Council (held A 38) were 
« rank Heretieks, and Enemies to the Carholick 
© Church, i. e. 4sCatholiciſtn now goes, nor 
« excepting the great Anbanaſius himſelt**”? And 
yet he well knows, that many of their Writing, 
_ which he denſures as heretical, are yet exrant. 
He ſays, “ ſome of the Works of the Emperor 
“Julian till _ and for an Inſtance 
a Paſſage preſery% by Cyril. And are not the 
Works of AP Prevery's m dhe ſame manner 
Oi 


Diſſert. p. 16. , Difſert b. 14. 
Diſſert. p. 74. .: © Def. of the Dill. p. 32. 


; 141] 1 
Origen? and ſame few of Porghyry's:by Juen o 
who conſtantly take the ſharpeſt Weapons from 
their Quiver. Notwithſtanding, our Aurbher: 
ſays in the very ſame Sentence, ; that the Wri- 
«tings of Porphyry and Cel/us are all deſtroyd , 
Such a careleſs way of writing you'll not match: 
in the meaneſt of thoſe Authors, of hom he is: 
pleas'd to ſpeak with ſo much Contempt. 
Vou who have ſo often been MWitneſs to my 
leading for the Freedom of the Preſs in our own, 
ation, have heard me ſpeak with: great Indig- f 
nation of thoſe Laws which were made by Chri- 


- 


ſtian Empe | inſt the W ritings of P orphyr 
— and choſe of —— other Hes 
_ reticks; beciuſe I think the deſtroying Writings, 
which contain in them nothing contrary tc the: 
Civil Government or Peace of the State, tobe: 
a maniſeſt Injury to thoſe who poſſeſs and value 
them ʒ becauſe theſe Laws * have gi- 
n 


OS 
* «\ 


ven a Handle: to our modern fidels, to ſuſpect. 
that there was more ſaid againſt Chriſtianity than 


now a becauſe I ſhou'd have been as well 
pleas d as any Infidel, to have ſeen the utmoſtb 
that was ever b Chriſtianity, ox thav 
wasAaid by any Sect of Chriſtians in their own 
behalf: ' And yet at the ſame time have told 
you, that had there been no Law made againſt 
my of thoſe Writings, I much queſtion whether 
there wou'd have come down to us one more 
than we now have. Neglect is a far greater, E- 
nemy to Books than Imperial Edicts, and las 
made an infinitely wider Deſtruction. The Rea» 
ſon is obvious. When a — 6) valu'd 
by any particular Sect, Laws prohibiting the 
Uſe of that Book make them the more tenaci- 
FR v4 A e UB 


a Def. of the Diſt 5. 61. 


r 
ous of it, and they uſe the greater Art to preſerye 
it; but When the Sect is, 2 „Tim, 
dwindled away, and there are no longer Perſons 
who have à particular Regard for this Book; it's 
wholly neglected, and of courſe periſſes. 
Our Author proceeds: © He (Jptaking of me) 
is willing to perſuade, p. 40. that the Eyan- 
e geliſts were not mean and illiterate, contrary 
«& ro all Church Teſtimony z/ or that our Dioce- 
ec fan ever intended to caſt ſuch an injurious Re- 
c fection on them.“ I defire the Reader to turn 
to the Paſſage, and leave ir wholly to his Judg- 
ment, whether I have ſaid or inſinuated any thing 
wrong. I willingly leave it to the Reader alſo 

to determine, whether there be any Arguments 
in the Letter to a Lady; and if there be, whether 
they are not almoſt wholly neglected by the Au- 
thor of the Defence; becauſe he adds, © If this 
„Gentleman hath any Argument, he will find 
© it not neglected in one or other Part of this 
&-Treatiſe.”” - Fhe following Remarks contain 
Anſwers to. all therein that I apprehend can'be 
eſteemed Objections to any thing I have ſaid. * 
- He aſſerts, © That the Acts of Pilate, appeal'd 
to by Fuſtin Martyr and Tertullian, are (till ex- 
tant“. Wou'd he make this Aﬀertion good, 
the learned World wou'd, no doubt, make him 
their grateful Acknowledgments. He pronoun- 
ces roundly, that the Acts were forged*. But 
we want Proof. He ſays, “ *Tis certain, no one 
ever ſaw any publick Acts or Regiſtries of that 
< ſort; no, not after the Emperors became 
Chriſtians s.“ But how does he know? Some 
"Perſons might have read them, and the Notite 
ol it not be convey'd down to us. And if they 
were not ſeen by any after the Emperors became 
„„ aff Hotty 2 „ Chrifti- 
* Def. of Diſſ. p. 13. * Ibid. | 8*Def. of Diff. 5. 12. 


; viour, were forged by 


| agi 
3 
2 Facts related in the Go z whereas the 
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Chriſtians, it was no doubt becauſe they 
ſtroy' d before. that Time. We 4 04 4 
of Pilate, highly n on our bleſſed Sa- 
* 

peror nut, and by 
his whole n and even Chil- 
by- heart in the 

oſe who ſtuck 
falle Reconds, would ſcruple to 
422 ones ? py 
that Princes, ſuch bitter Encmics to the 
ian Name as were  Dioclefian and 2 
not do? This is far therefore from being 


erſaries, implies in 
it, that they were convinc d of yn Truth of all 


only Thing implied in it is, t 8 
of A who, if they could have pluck- 
cd up the Tree by the Roots, would not have 
ſpent their Time fruitleſly in ſtripping its out- 
ward Branches of a * Could they 
1 rov'd that there never was ſuch a Perſon 

us, or that he wrought no Cures, or that 
be was not crucified under Pontiue Pilate, or that 
he did not riſe from the Dead, or that he left no 
Diſciples behind him, or that his Diſciples met 
with no Succeſs in their Preaching, and founded 
0 Churches, or that the Apoſtles Matthew and 
Jobn were not the Authors of the Goſpels which 
go under their Names; I ſay, could they haue 
made out any of theſe Things, is it tobe thought 
they would not ann it? Were they ſo 
childiſh, 


* Euleb. E. H. l c. 5. Def. of the Diſſ. p. 13. 
Z Def. of the, Di 11. 
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childiſh, when they migh t have overturn t of 
Foundation, to employ. s :mſclves only, ink batte 
ing ſome ſmall Part of the Süperſtructure? "No, 
Sir, we beliese they were Men of better Sie; 3 
and it we do them too much Honour herein, WE 
hope our modern Infidels will forgive Us: 
urmoſt” F take, far grated by uſing this "Arg: 
ment is, that if they cou'd have tor , theſe 
main Facts, they 500 wolld. Since there- 
fore we find not that they ever atterfipred it, we 
are fully erſuaded it Was out of theit power 
How far't made it their Buſineſs to ſearch in- ' 
ro them, a 2 75 convitde'd of their Trarh, we 
rake not 3A us to ſay tho? no doubt ſore of 
them wanted not Inclination to make all the Diſ- 
coverles againſt us they. were able. That-our 
Adverſaties fever denied the principal Facts of 
the Goſpel. Hiſtory, he wou'd have us hellen 
proceeded from an utter Contempt and Neglect 0 
them agreeable TO THEIR KNOWN TREATMENT 
or Chriſtians in thiſe Days*. "What he menbs by 
hoſt Days, is not eaſy to conjecture; ſach;aJum- 
ble of Times is there put together in his Text 
and Margin. If be means the Time of Tacitus, 
witneſs the dreadful Perſecution of Chriſtians un- 
der Nero; if he means the Time of Pliny, wir; 
neſs the Petſecution under Trajan; if he means 
the Time of Porpbyry, witneſs the Perſecution 
under Decius. That the Chriſtians were treated 
wich more Malice than Contempt their hea- 
then Adyerſaries, is ſufficiently Nia br from the 
ſeven other noted Perſecutj Jong from the Mat- 
tyrdom of Juſtin procur'd by Creſceus the Philo- 
ſopherꝰ, and ank the Hardſhips laid upon Chri- 
ſtians by rhe Emperor Julians. From "oli has 
been ſaid, any one may immediately diſcern the 
GW” true 


Def. of the Dill. p. 10. » Euſeb. Eccl. H. I. 4. c. 16. 
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forſook it, and turn'd Heathen? But does he any 
where deny, that there was ſuch a Perſon as Je- 


L189 
true Similitude between the Silence of Jrwiſb ot 
heathen Authors concerning the Slaughter of the 
Infants, and their not denying the principal Facts 
of the Goſpel Hiſtory ; which' our Author not 
underſtanding, thinks will make for his Cauſe, 
and begins to triumph*.” The fame Enmity a- 
gainſt Chriſtians, which wou'd have puſh'dthem 
Facts of the Goſpel 


on to diſprove the princi 

| Hiſtory, ar TE a manifeſt Tem- 
ptation to them to conceal their Knowledge of 
them hen they cou'd not, The Emperor Ju- 


lian is quoted as ſayjng, that © the Chriſtian Re- 
< ligion is a human Contrivance, and an Impo- 
& Grion on Mankind, ſupported by prodigious 
* Stories. What cou'd he ſay leſs, when he 


ſus, who wrought Cures, and ſuffer'd under Pox- 
tins Pilate? Does he not plainly take thoſe Facts 


for granted? As for Inſtance; having mention'd 


what Perſeus, acus, and Minos had done, he 
adds, That Jeſus had done nothing whilſt he 
& liv'd worthy of Fame, unleſs one ſuppoſes that 
© to cure the Loa and Blind, and to adjure the 
* Dæmoniacks in the Towns of Betis and 
& Bethany, were the greateſt of Works *.” 
Might not then my Lord of London juſtly ſay, 
that Julian never denied that there was eb 4 Per- 
ſon as Jeſus, or affirmed that there was no Foun- 
dation for the Truth of the Goſpel Hiſtory ; mean- 
ing ir of theſe and other Facts, which he always 
takes for granted? My Lord does not fay that 


Julian never affirmed, that there was no Foun- 


dation for the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion, 


that he profeſſes to have believ'd a human Inven- 


tion; but that he never affirmed, there was no 


I Founda- 
« Def. of the Dil. 5. 50. Def ef the Dill. 5. 62. 
arg. Note, f Cyr « Cont. Jul. I, 6, * 
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Foundation. for the Truth of the Goſpel Hiſtory 
7 is it not evident, that the fundamental Facts 
of that Hiſtory he attempts not to diſprove, and 
fairly allows? Our Author extols Jullan as a 
“ Perſon of a noble and exalted Genius :. Wouꝰ d 
E. he have us follow the Example of his Hero; and 
at the ſame time we reject the Goſpel, give into 
"1 all the Superſtition of the antient Heathen? cen- 
ſure Chriftianity as a human Invention, and ho- 
nour all the Tricks of the Au and Aruſpices 
as divine? Any one who is willing to ſee a Spe- 
cimen of the Superſtirion and Credulity of the 
Emperor Julian, may conſult the Places referr'd 
to in the Margin b. | 

This Writer attacks the Authority of Clements 
ſecond Epiſtle, and of the Fragments afcrib'd to 
Polycarp*. The former is defended by Cotelerius. 
My Lord of London, in a ſubſequent Edition of 
his third Paſtoral Letter, (which rho? publiſh'd 
before my Letter, I had not then ſeen) has fair- 
ly intimated the Doubt which learned Men have 
entertain'd of the latter. I very well knew, that 
our worthy Metropolitan was pleas'd to reject 
them; but then I alſo knew, that the great Bi- 
ſhop Bull, who was excellently well skill'd in 
Matters of this Nature, fays of them,“ No- 
thing is more probable, than that they were 
« taken From the genuine Epiſtles of St. Poly- 
« carp, which are loſt *” However, I defire 
no Perfon will lay a greater Streſs upon the Evi- 
dence taken from theſe Fragmente, than the na- 

ture of the thing will bear. 

The words, Patron of Infidelity, applied to the 
Author of Chriſtianity as old as the Creation, are 
ſo hard of Digeſtion, that he is not even yet re- 

C 2 concil'd 
t Def. of the Dif. p. 61. Marg. Note. | 
> Cyr. contr. Jul. I. 6. p. 194, 198, 200. 1. 7. p. 235. 
. * 361. Amm. Mar. I. 22. c. 1, & 12,1. 25. c. 4. 
Def. of the Diff, p. 19. * Bull. Def. Fid. Nic. p. 52, 53. 
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concil'd to them; and affirms, that © that Tract 
s the fartheſt off any ſuch thing in the World“.“ 
Wou' d Aſlertions do, there's hot a more able 
Writer than this in Europe; but as he knows 
Proof will be inſiſted on, why has he not at- 

mpted to make out, either that the Biſhop's 
8 from that Book are not to be found 
in it, or that they no ways countenance Infidel 
Principles? When he has done either the one or 
the other of theſe, I'll undertake to produce yet 
2 Inſtances of that Author's fayouring Infi- 
„„ OR EDO OI ONO . 
* 10 it down as a Fact, That the Goſpel ac- 
gording to the Hebreus was diſtinguiſh'd: by an- 
tient Writers from the Goſpel of St. Matthew 
N from Origen, that it was not quoted 
by them as of Authority ®. This Author, on 
the contrary, maintains, that they were the ſame 
Golpelz* and in the Defence endeavours at ſome 
Proof of it, thus; “ /reneus ſpeaking of the E- 
e Hionites, lays, they uſe the Goſpel according to 
& "Matthew only; and Euſebius treating of the 
«fame People, ſays, they made uſe of that Go- 
de ſpel only which was according to the He- 
cc brews” Hence he concludes, that theſe two 
Goſpels were one and the ſame n. But his Con- 
cluſion is too haſty. Origen informs us, that there 
were two Sorts of Ebionitese; might not the one 
Sort ule the Goſpel according to the Hebrews, 
the other the Goſpel according to St. Matthew ? 
Yes, certainly they might; and Theodorit exprel- 
ly ſays they did?. Sazdius (peaks of the Goſpel 
of the Hebrews, as I ſhew'd in my former Let- 
ter ; and that it's likely might go by all the 
Names he mentions; nay farther, it's not impro- 
| | bable 
Def. of the Dif. p. 20.  ® Lett. to a Lady, p. 114,115. 
Def. of the Diſſ. p. 24,25. ® Orig. cont. Cell. J. 5. fin, ver. 
- ? Theod. Hr, Fab. I. z. de Ebion, 2 Lett. toa Lady, 5. 52. 
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bable but chat ſome"of the Hereticks might alſo 
aſcribe it to St. Matthew, and endeavour to per- 

| ſuade Jerome that it was his original Hebrew Go- 
ſpel. But this is not the leaſt Proof, either chat 
our Goſpel was taken for that according to the 


Hebrews,” or went by different Names. There's 
no one who has read he Letter to. a Lady, but 
may, I think, by the help of theſe Remarks, 
anſwer every rgument contain'd in the Defence. , 
This meek, humble and modeſt Author, who 
ſo larely complain'd of Language the moſt vile and 
abuſive in my Letter, how ſoft, how mild, how 
genric are his following Words! © Bur why do 
© I name Argument, when ſuch who are of his 
& Spirit have ſo little to do with it? Their Bu- 
« ſineſs (now Fire and Faggot are no more in 
« their Power) is to diſcourage all Examination 
«into Religion.“ This, notwithſtanding I had 
ſo fully both at the Beginning and End of the 
Letter declared my Sentiments for” the Liberty 
of the Prefs, and had fo plainly intimated, p. 99. 
that I was for a free and candid Examination of 
all Religious Points. In flat Contradiction to the 
cleareſt Evidence that can be given of a Man's 
Temper and Opinion, he here inſinuates, that 
were it left to my Choice, Fire and Faggot would 
be” the only Arguments I ſhould uſe ro convince 
Men of the Truth of Chriſtianity ; and ſince 
they, Thanks to Heaven, are not in the Power 
of the Prieſthood here, My Buſineſs is to dilton- 
rage all Examination into Religion, by miſrepreſent- 
ing the State of the Queſtion, Fc. ] leave all who 
know me to anſwer this for me; and thoſe who 
don't, let them judge by what I have wrote. 
This Author perhaps does not fee how eaſily this 
Harangue may be applied to himſelf. “ Such 
„ who with his Spirit oppoſe the Authority of 
o * Lads i «the 
" Def. of the Diff. p. 71. 
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the ſacred Goſpels, and would have us lay aſide 
« our Bible as uſclels (tho ar the ſame time they 
are not ſo kind to ſubſtirute a more certain Rule 
for-us in the room hereof, nor to tell us whether 
they deſign we ſhould return to the antient Hea- 
theniſm, or live without all publick Regard to 
the Deity) © have little to do with Argument, 
& Their Buſineſs (now they have no Dioclean 
& to ſupport them, and Fire and Faggot are out 
& of their Power) is to diſcourage all Examina- 
cc tion into the Truth and Certainty of the Chri- 
« ſtian Religion, by miſrepreſenting the State of 
c the Queſtion, puzzling the Cauſe, belying Hea- 
& rhens and Hereticks, perverting the Fathers 
ce and Scriptures, which. are always moſt ſurely 
_ « apainſt them, diſcrediting all they can the Per- 
c ſons of their Adverſaries: In this, and conceal- 
ing the moſt weighty Arguments of thoſe who 
2 differ from them, lies the whole Merit gene- 
“& rally of their controverſial Performances.” Bur 
if you would have a View of this Author's pecu- 
liar Manner, it is thus, he ſtruts with an Air of 
prodigious Superiority in Parts and Reading, caſt- 
ing an Eye of the utmoſt Diſdain on all his Op- 
ponents, while at the ſame time he does nothing 
more than retail a few Scraps of Second- hand 
Learning picked up from Sixtus Senenſis, Father 
Simon, Bake, Toland, Letters on Inſpiration, &c. 
When the Author he 2 is defective, and 
ſpeaks not home to the Point, he ekes him out, 
and makes him, as I have ſhewn in my former Let- 
ter, particularly p. 44, 47, and 46. Where he 
wants a Piece of Hiſtory, he invents it, as he has 
done in many Places in tbe Defence, and particu- 
larly in his Account of the Alogi, p. 66. And 
after he has wove a whole Series of Facts entirely 
from his own Brain, he'd make you believe that 
could he prevail with himſelf to tell — 


__ 2 
but even this little he has told, is forc'd from him 
againſt his Will, p. 27, 28. (And I dare v 
for it, there's no Man of Learning, who has been 
at the Trouble to read his Performances, who in 
the leaſt doubts the Fruitfulneſs of his Invention 
this way.) If you prove him miſtaken in the 
Senſe of the Authors he quotes, or in his Rea- 
ſonings from them, this is all nothing but Artie 
Cavils and Criticiſms, beneath a Man of Senſe. If 
you convict 27 miſ 10 plain Ki, 5 

ou are guilty of Language the moſt vile and abufive 
— if 2 emonſtrate that he has cited Writers 
for Words which they never penn'd, and im- 
poſes upon you palpable Forgeries, this is impo- 
tent ſacerdotal Malice. n 
He ſeems diſpleas'd with me, p. 69. that I call 
the Third Paſtoral Letter a compleat Performance z 


whereas in the Paſſage referr'd to, I prefum*d not 


to mention my own, but only to give the Opinion 
of thoſe whom 1 think much better Judges than 
my ſelf. If he muſt have my Thoughts, I aſſure him 
it's the perfecteſt Thing of the Kind I ever read. 
And notwithſtanding the Contempt and Rude- 
neſs,* with which he is pleas'd to treat the Right 
Reverend Author, I ſee no Reaſon yet to alter the 
vety high Eſteem and Veneration T hare always 
entertain d of his Probity, Senſe and Learning. 
What, after all, have any of his Gainſayers ro 
charge him with, unleſs it be a univerſal Love to 
Mankind, an unwearied Application to the Buſi- 
neſs of his Paſtoral Office, a vigilant Care of the 
Intereſts of the Eſtabliſhed Church, together with 
an earneſt Deſire that the preſent legal Toleration 
granted to Proteſtant Diſſenters may be inviolably 
preſerv'd ? If theſe indeed are Crimes, no Man 
more guilty ; but if theſe are Virtues becoming 

a Pre- 


D Def, 9. 4.—21, 22. 
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uns 
or's affected Boaſts 


Shapes,; and it s hot improbable that ſeveral of the 

; NN RIES, which ate at this time ſpread 

8 come from theix Mint. When the Mind 
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| 3-41-3804 0 0... So *ith 3392 Deed lth za: oft 
8 - c  Eromthewhole of this Letter, 550 ſee the Ne- 
= ceſſity of following the Adyice I have always gi- 
ven yon; Which, is, that in all Controverſics 


* her ein Anti | uity is concerned, you take nothing 


N » 


pon Truſt from modern Writers, but have im- 
mediate Recpurſe to the ee themſelves, and 
form your Judgwent from the beſt Evidence you 
can thence collect. He that impartially follows 


ments, as well of the Authority of the ſeveral 
Books, as of the Doctrines contain'd in the New 
Teſtament -+ I heartily rejoice that you have found 
the Benefit, of this Method, and profeſs Chri- 
ſtianity on the juſteſt Grounds. That you may 
Fruits of it, is the hearty Prayer of, 0 
f | 7 | Your, fincereſt Friend, © © 

Au bumble Servant: 


Del. of the Diſſ. p. 66 


23 
- 


ful Harveſt 3 and if Iam rightly inform'd, they 


this Rule, Will, I doubt not, entertain right Sen- 


always live anſwerably to it, and reap the happy 


Lately Publiſb a, 
Afar to a Lady; wherein the Canoni- : 
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F. 
cal Authority of St. Matthew's Goſpel 
is defended; the Biſhop of London's Third Pa- 
ſtoral Letter vindicated; and the Miſrepreſenta» 
tions and Forgeries contain'd in a late Namphlet, 
entitled, 4 Diſſertation or Enquiry concerning the 
Canonical Authority of the Goſpel according to 
St. Matthew, and the Reaſons upon which it hath 
been anciently rejected by Hereticks, are laid open to 
the meaneſt OE: Us | 
2. The pretended Difficukies in Natural or 
Reveal'd Religion no Excuſe for Infidelity. 
Sixteen Sermons preach'd in the Church of 
St. Mary-le-Bow, London, in the Years 1721 
and 1722, at the Lecture founded by the Honou- 
rable Robert Boyle, Eſqʒ. By Brampton Gurdon, 
| A. M. Archdeacon of "Sudbury. To which is 
ſubjoin'd, A Defence of the Chriſtian Religion 
trom the Prophecies of the Old Teſtament. 
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5 Wu RE AVS a Volume of Practical Diſcour- 
; ſes by the late Reverend B. Carter, D. D. Vicar 
of Weſt-Ham in Eſſex, were printed for the Be- 
7 nefit of his Widow, who thereby received a ve- 
ry ſeaſonable Relief: This is to give Notice, 
That ſhe being lately dead, and a ſmall Number 
eft unſold, they may be bought of Robert 
naplock in St. Paul's Church-yard, at Five Shil- 
Pings per Book. 


At the ſame Shop may be had, 


Biſhop Leng's Tranſlation of 7ully's Offices, 
is Sixteen Sermons at Mr. Boyle's Lecture; and 
Mr. Bullock's Sermons at Hackney, with the De- 
tence of them againſt Mr. Collins and Dr. Tinda!. 
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